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"a whole court of justice. Is there anything in that
" resolution, or in the terms of rny opinion on which it
" was founded, that under any, I will not say fair and
" liberal, but under the most rigorous construction can be
"understood to express or signify that we thought the
"paper false as well as libellous of all the judges?"
Francis then quoted a minute of his ownj dated March
21, 1775, in which he gave an account of what he
understood by a libel. In that minute lie said, " When
" the man who advances a specific charge, declares hirn-
" self ready to come forward and support it, and to hazard
" the consequences of failing in his proofs, it may still
" indeed be presumed that the charge is false, but it does
" not partake of the nature of a libel. A libeller advances
" charges which he does not intend or is unable to make
"good.35

Francis then proceeds, " This is my defence against the
" charge as it affects us collectively on the face of our
" proceedings, and I willingly submit to your judgment
" whether the avowed ostensible reasons publicly assigned
" by me be not sufficient to account for my public official
" conduct on the occasion, and to acquit me of the present
"charge of contradiction."

This strikes me as a miserable defence. It rests entirely
upon a set of paltry quibbles upon the precise words
which Francis used in his minute. The plain obvious
meaning of it, the meaning which it would convey to any
man of plain sense was that Nuncomar's statements were
false and disgraceful, and it is impossible that Francis
could suppose or wish any other interpretation to be put
upon them. What else could be conveyed by burning
them by the common hangman? According to the
elaborate explanation I have quoted, what really happened